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MISCELLANEOUS BILLS 


THURSDAY, APRIL 23, 1953 


Unirep Staves SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Washington, a @. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:45 a. m., in room 212, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Leverett Saltonstall (chairman) pre- 
siding. 

Present: Senators Saltonstall, Flanders, Case, Duff, Cooper, Hunt, 
Stennis, and Symington 

Also present: Verne D. Mudge of the committee staff 

Chairman SALTonsTaLL. The committee will come to order. 

There are a number of routine department bills that we would like 
to take up this morning 

The Department of Defense has rescreened the routine bills which 
were originally filed early in January. Approximately 18 or 20 of 
these routine bills have been resubmitted. The committee disposed 
of seven of them at the last session; the chairman has scheduled for 
today’s consideration the remaining bills which seem to be noncontor- 
versial as to subject matter 

The staff has discussed these bills with representatives from the 
departments. Witnesses are present. to testify, and if there is no 
objection, the chairman would suggest that we proceed in the same 
manner as was adopted at our last session, hearing each of these bills 
in sequence. 

S. 1549 AND 5S. 1641 


The first two bills we will take up together because they are traffic- 
problem bills, S. 1549 and S. 1641. 
(The bills referred to follow: ) 


[S. 1641, 83d Cong., Ist sess 


A BILL To retrocede to the State of Oklahoma concurrent jurisdiction over the right-of-way for United 
States Highways 62 and 277 within the Fort Sill Military Reservation, Oklahoma 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby granted to the State of 
Oklahoma a retrocession of jurisdiction over that part of the Fort Sill Military 
Reservation for which permission to use as a highway right-of-way for United 
States Highways 62 and 277, eighty feet in width, with necessary borrow pits, 
was granted to the State of Oklahoma by the Assistant Secretary of War by 
permit dated October 13, 1932. This retrocession of jurisdiction is granted to 
the extent that all laws of the State and all laws of the United States shall be 
applicable within the entire area included within the said permit and the United 
States and the State shall exercise concurrent jurisdiction thereover. 

Sec. 2. The retrocession of jurisdiction granted shall be effective upon the 
acceptance thereof by the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma. 
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5S. 1549, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To retrocede to the State of Virginia concurrent jurisdiction over certain highways within Fort 


Pelvoir, Virginia 


Be t enacted hy the Senate and House oj Re prese niatives of the I nite d States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby granted to the State of Vir- 
ginia a retrocession of jurisdiction over portions of highways described below within 
the Fort Belvoir Military Reservation to the extent that all laws of the State and 
all laws of the United States shall be applicable thereon and the United States and 
the State shall exercise concurrent jurisdiction thereover: United States Highway 
Numbered 1 between the easterly and westerly boundaries of the reservation, 
Virginia Highway Numbered 617 from Accotink to the northwesterly boundary of 
the reservation, Virginia Highway Numbered 618 between United States Highway 
Numbered | and Virginia Highway Numbered 613, Virginia Highway Numbered 
613 from its intersection with Virginia Highway Numbered 611 (also known as 
Telegraph Road) to its intersection with Virginia Highway Numbered 618, and 
over the following area: Beginning at the intersection of the center lines of 
Virginia Highways Numbered 613 and 617; thence westerly at right angles to the 
center line of Highway Numbered 617, four feet; thence north forty degrees west 
two hundred thirty-two and forty-seven one-hundredths feet to center of bridge; 
thence north fifty degrees east forty-four feet to a point in stream; thence south 
forty degrees east one hundred eighty-eight and forty-seven one-hundredths 
feet to a point in Highway Numbered 613; thence south five degrees west sixty-two 
and twenty-three one-hundredths feet to point of beginning. This legislation is to 
be effective only as to those portions of the highways and area indicated herein 
over which the United States has heretofore acquired exclusive jurisdiction and 
shall not affect portions of such highways and area, if any, over which exclusive or 
concurrent jurisdiction is now vested in the State of Virginia. The general 
location of the numbered highways and the bounded area are shown on a map 
designated: War Department, O. C. E., Construction Division, Real Estate, 
Fort Belvoir Layout Map, approved 22 September 1944, Drawing No. MAD 37, 
on file in the Office, Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army 

Sec. 2. The retrocession of jurisdiction provided for in section 1 of this Act 
shall take effect upon the acceptance thereof by the Legislature of the State of 
Virgi 

Chairman SaLronstauyu. Is Mr. Lawson Knott, Jr., here? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SaLronstaLu_. Would you sit at the end of the table? 

Mr. Knott, as the Chair understands the situation, these two bills 
are identical in purpose, that is to say, each proposes to retrocede to 
the State concurrent jurisdiction over public highways traversing the 
military reservations concerned 

S. 1549 deals with the situation at the engineer center located at 
Fort Belvoir, Va. United States Military Highway No. 1 and a 
number of Virginia State highways cross this very large reservation, 
and introduce a problem of jurisdiction insofar as police activities are 
concerned. 

The second bill, S. 1641, addresses itself to an identical problem at 
the Fort Sill Military Reservation in Oklahoma. 

The action recommended by each of the bills is in accordance with 
numerous precedents taken in previous years in similar circumstances, 
and insofar as the Chair is informed, the matter is purely routine. 
Is that a fair summary of the situation? 


STATEMENT OF LAWSON KNOTT, JR., LEGISLATIVE ATTORNEY, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS 


Mr. Knorr. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SaLtonsTaALu. Will you tell us very briefly for the record 
and for the benefit of those of us who have not heard this problem 
before how that police jurisdiction is divided, how it is handled? 
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Mr. Knorr. The matter of acquiring exclusive jurisdiction over 
military lands is governed by the statutes in several States, and there 
are at least a half dozen different types—they fall into about a half 
dozen different types of procedure. 

We do have in the case of major installations exclusive jurisdiction 
over most of them. Some of the more recent statutes of States now 
recognize the many problems that occur, and they are inclined to 
grant us only concurrent jurisdiction and, for the most part, in par- 
ticular areas such as these, we are able to operate adequately on 
concurrent jurisdiction ; so that, in effect, Mr. Chairman, this amounts 
to correcting a situation which can be adequately handled where the 
State and the Federal Government both share in the responsibility 
for police protection. 

Chairman SaALToNsTALL. What it means is that where a route, a 
numbered route, 1, we will say, crosses Fort Belvoir, it is concurrent 
jurisdiction with the State and the military authorities on that 
highway? 

Mr. Knorr. That is what we seek, sir. We have exclusive juris- 
diction now and that results in this: that since 1946 the State has 
withdrawn all of its police protection in that area so that such police 
patrol as is exercised is exercised by the Federal Government, and 
that results in a problem where if a civilian passing through the area 

hailed, he has to be taken to Alexandria, 12 miles away, to the 
nearest Commissioner, Federal Commissioner—it is a Federal matter. 

Chairman SALToNsTALL. Are there any questions by any member 
of the committee? 

May I ask one more question, Mr. Knott: This is the customary 
procedure in other places, there is plenty of precedent for this con- 
current jurisdiction? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes. About this time last year we had Fort Bragg, 
which was presented, which was an identical problem 

Chairman SALTonsTALu. It is working out very well? 

Mr. Knorr. Working out very well; the State has gone back in and 
has taken care of the situation. 

Chairman SALTonsTALu. So that supposing a civilian is speeding, 
we will say, through this reservation and is stopped by a State police 
officer or a local police officer, ae will be taken to the local court? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. And if he is stopped by a military man, 
what will the military man do, turn him over to the State? 

Mr. Knorr. Turn him over to the State, and the State will take 
care of him. 

Chairman SaLtronsTaLu. If a military man is caught then he will 
be taken to a military court? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Chairman SaLronsta.u. If a State officer stops a military man he 
is taken where? 

Mr. Knorr. If a State—he is turned over to the post, turned over 
to the post. We are limiting this to situations where we own land on 
both sides of the highway. As you may recall, Mr. Chairman, at 
the installation at Devens a few years ago we had a situation where 
we ceded back exclusive jurisdiction; we gave up all jurisdiction 
because the road did not bisect. 

Chairman SaLronstauu. Are there any questions? 
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Senator Durr. Under the existing situation the Government has 
deprived itself of patrolling by the State police? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir 

Senator Durr. This is primarily for the purpose of restoring that? 

Mr. Knorr. Exactly, sir. 

Chairman SaLronstrauy. Are there any further questions? If not, 
we will declare the hearing on those bills closed. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, are you withholding action for 
committee action in executive session? 

Chairman SautronsraLi. Yes. These are merely open hearings, 
Senator Case, and when we finish them then we will consider what 
to do. 


»S. 1545 
Next is S. 1545. 
(The bill referred to follows: ) 


[S. 1545, 838d Cong., Ist sess 
4 BILL To authorize the Secretary of the Army to convey certain Government-owned burial lots and other 
property in the Washington Parish Burial Ground, Washington, District of Columbia, and to exchange 


other burial lots 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized to 
convey to the Rector and Vestry of Washington Parish (Christ Church), Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, hereinafter referred to as the ‘‘Vestry’’, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to three hundred and ninety-two 
burial lots, more or less, and a vault located in the Washington Parish Burial 
Ground, Washington, District of Columbia, formerly designated Congressional] 
Cemetery, in consideration of the payment by the Vestry to the United States of 
$100 and the release from the Vestry of any claim it may have against the Govern- 
ment for reimbursement of moneys expended by it during prior years for upkeep 
and special care of Government-owned lots situated in the cemetery ; and to acquire 
eight burial lots, more or less, owned by the Vestry but occupied by Government 
burials, cenotaphs, or monuments, by exchange, without other consideration, for 
a like number of Government-owned burial lots; it being the intent of this Act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Army, for the considerations stated, to dispose of 
the Government-owned vault and all Government-owned burial lots in the 
Washington Parish Burial Ground for which there is no present or foreseeable 
need and to acquire from the Vestry all burial lots owned by the Vestry and now 
occupied by Government burials, cenotaphs, or monuments. 

Chairman SavronstaLy. The Washington Parish Burial Ground, 
which is located in the District of Columbia, was originally established 
over a hundred years ago. It has been used in part as a burial ground 
for members of the Federal Government. 

No new Government burials have been made since 1902. 

At numerous times prior to 1871 the Government acquired some 
burial lots and released others, and apparently meticulous records were 
not kept or at least were not preserved. Government burials were 
made in lots not owned by the Federal Government, and private 
burials were made in Government-owned lots. 

Several unsuccessful attempts have been made to clarify this highly 
scrambled situation, but without avail. 

The Department of the Army, which has responsibility in the 
matter, feels that legislation is the only method of clarifying the situa- 
tion, and is of the opinion that the exchange recommended in this 
legislation is to the best advantage of the Government, and is agree- 
able to the Washington Parish. 

Under the terms of the bill 392 lots are conveyed to the parish, 
along with a receiving vault. The parish pays the Government $100 
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and releases the Federal Government from any claim for reimburse- 
ment for upkeep and care of Government-owned lots. The Govern- 
ment also acquires eight burial lots now occupied by Government- 
owned burials in exchange for a like number of lots which are Govern- 
ment owned. 

Mr. Knott, is that a fairly clear description of the situation? 
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Mr. Knorr. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SauTronsTaLL. Have you anything to add? 

Mr. Knorr. No, Mr. Chairman. It has an extensive history, 
which will be referenced in the record through prior Congresses, not 
in connection with this, but in connection with requests from time 
to time by the parish for aid. 

We came by these lots in the main, by virtue of appropriations for 
maintenance, and the lots were given to us in consideration of the 
money appropriated for maintenance, and that was spent in one case 
on a wall, and later in the repair of the wall, and so on. 

Chairman SaLronstaLL. What is now happening is that the parish 
is giving the Federal Government $100 and releasing the Govern- 
ment from all obligations to keep up these various lots? 

Mr. Knorr. That is with respect to past maintenance from the 
period of about 1850 up until 1937. 

The Quartermaster General of the Army has since 1937 had the 
responsibility for taking care of the Government lots. 

This will result in the Government having 806 lots which are 
utilized, and we will continue to take care of those. That is not a 
major problem, however, and it is taken care of through the opera- 
tions at Arlington National Cemetery by detailing a man over there 
about a day a week to take care of that. 

Chairman SaLronstautu. About this receiving vault, is that an 
empty vault? 

Mr. Knorr. It is an empty vault and has not been used for years. 
It has no salvage value at all; it is a hundred years old, at least. 

Chairman SaLronsTauu. Are there any questions by any member 
of the committee on 8S. 1545 which we have just had under discussion? 
If not, we will close the hearing on that bill and take up the next bill. 

Next is S. 1548. Senator Case, would you be willing to preside 
for a moment? 

(The bill referred to follows:) 


[S. 1548, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To provide for the exchange between the United States and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
of certain lands and interests in lands in Puerto Rico 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized to 
convey to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, in exchange for the land identified 
in section 2 hereof, all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to real 
estate briefly identified below and more fully described on maps and in descriptions 
on file in the Office, Chief of Engineers, United States Army: 

(a) A strip of land alongside of Munoz Rivera Avenue, San Juan, and east of 
Army medical building, containing four and eight-tenths acres; the site of the San 
Sebastian Guardhouse at 205 Sol Street, San Juan, containing five one-hundredths 
acre; old walls around La Fortaliza containing sixty-six one-hundredths acre; 
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driveway to Insular Department Justice containing eleven one-hundredths acre, 
and all shown in detail on drawing numbered 15—-02-—142, dated August 15, 1951, 
entitled Fort Brooke Military Reservation. 

(b) Punta Las Marias Military Reservation, comprising eighty-seven one- 
hundredths acre, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01—150, dated November 
24, 1948, entitled Punta Las Marias SL and FC Site. 

c) Punta Cangrejos (Battery Lancaster) Military Reservation, comprising 
fifteen and eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01 
114, dated November 10, 1948, entitled Battery Lancaster (No. 264) Military 
teservation 

d) Punta Maldonado Military Reservation, comprising one acre, and shown 
on drawing numbered 18—-01—151, entitled Punta Maldonado SL and FC Site. 

e) Mata Redonda Military Reservation, comprising ninety-eight and forty- 
seven one-hundredths acres of fee-owned land and one and eighty-one one-hun- 
dredths acres of roadway easements, and shown on drawing numbered 18—-01—155, 
dated December 3, 1948, entitled Mata Redonda Gun Emplacement Site. 

f) Point Lima Military Reservation, comprising one hundred thirty-five and 
eightyv-two one-hundredths acres of fee-owned land and nine acres of roadway, 
electric transmission line, and water pipeline easements, and shown on drawing 
numbered 18—01—152, dated November 24, 1948, entitled Point Lima Gun Em- 
placement Site. 

g) Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation, comprising nine hundred six and 
eighty-nine one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18—01-160, 
entitled Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation. 

h) Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation, comprising seven and five one- 
hundredths acres and shown on drawing numbered 18—01-—180, dated August 17, 
1949, entitled Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation. 

i) Tract 16 of Salinas Maneuver Site, comprising three hundred sixty-nine 
and ninety-eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01 
126, dated November 1, 1948, entitled Salinas Maneuver Site. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to accept from the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico, without cost to the United States, a conveyance by the 
Governor of Puerto Rico of the lands briefly identified below and more fully 
described on maps and in descriptions on file in the Office, Chief of Fingineers, 
United States Army: 

Area numbered 1 comprising about one thousand and four hundred acres of 
rural and agricultural lands abutting along the upper one-half of the east boundary 
of the existing Salinas Maneuver Site and area numbered 2 comprising about 
five thousand and one hundred acres of rural and agricultural lands abutting 
along the west and north boundaries of the reservation. These areas are shown 
on drawing numbered 15-02-24, dated April 10, 1951, entitled Expansion of 
Salinas Maneuver Site. 


Senator Case (presiding). Mr. Knott, you are going to testify on 
this? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes. 

Senator Case. Prior to the relative obsolescence of heavy seacoast 
guns, the harbor defenses of San Juan, P. R., occupied a number of 
parcels of land strategically located for coast defense purposes. 

These parcels of land vary in size from 900 acres to a fraction of 
1 acre. Their present value, appraisal value, the Chair is advised, 
totals slightly over $1.5 million. The obsolescence of coast defense 
guns renders these parcels of land surplus to the needs of the United 
States. In the meantime, the growth of the civilian community 
has made those areas useful and valuable for civilian purposes. 

The United States Government needs to enlarge the Salinas 
maneuver site in Puerto Rico, and has worked out an arrangement 
whereby approximately 6,500 acres of agricultural lands located 
adjacent to this site will be conveyed to the United States in exchange 
for the obsolete harbor defense sites. 

The 6,500 acres of maneuver land are valued at slightly over 
$800,000, leaving an apparent differential of $700,000. This cash 
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differential, however, it is suggested, is accounted for primarily by 
the fact that this land initially was taken for harbor defense purposes 
by setting it aside as publie land at the time Puerto Rico was ceded 
to the United States by Spain. Of the 12 parcels of land, 7 were 
acquired after the original cession of the territory, and at a cost of 
$355,000. 

The committee is advised that it is agreeable to the United States 
and to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and is regarded by the 
administration as being in the public interest. No transfer of funds 
is involved. 

Is that a correct summary of the situation’ 


? 
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Mr. Knorr. That is right, Mr. Chairman. I believe the figure 
$355,000 should be $335,000. 

Senator Cass. $335,000? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, on the cost. 

Senator Case. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Knott, you have examined the bill. Does the bill take care 
of the legal aspects of transfer of title? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. So that the passage of the bill will accomplish the 
complete exchange? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir 

Senator Case. Are there any questions? 

Senator Cooper. I have one question. Do you know what the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico contemplates doing with this property? 

Mr. Knorr. With respect to two sites, Senator, they are to be 
used under an agreement reached recently between the Department 
of the Interior and the Territory as historic sites under the Depart- 
ment’s historic sites program. The other sites I do not know, sir. 

They do have a resettlement problem. Obviously some of these 
small lots could not be so used, but out of the metropolitan area of 
San Juan, taking, for example, Camp O’Reilly, which is the big 
chunk, it is down in the center part of the island, that is, 900 acres, 
and it is, as I understand it, valuable agricultural land, and their 
objective is to resettle some of their crowded population on these areas 

Senator Case. Are there further questions? If not, the hearing is 
concluded on 5. 1548. 

The next bill on the agenda is 8. 1525 introduced by the Chairman 
by request, a bill to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to convey 
to the Tarrant County Water Control and Improvement District 
Numbered 1 certain parcels of land in exchange for other lands and 
interests therein at the former United States Marine Corps air station, 
Eagle Mountain Lake, Tex. 

(The bill referred to follows: ) 


[S. 1525 83d Cong. Ist sess.] 
4 BILL To authorize the Secretary of the Navy to convey to the Tarrant County Water Control and Im 
provement District Numbered 1 certain parcels of land in exchange for other lands and interests thereir 


at the former United States Marine Corps air station, Eagle Mountain Lake, Texas 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, in consideration of the conveyance to the 
United States of America by the Tarrant County Water Contro! and Improve- 
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ment District Numbered 1, of fee simple title to two certain parcels of land and 
navigation easement rights in other lands described in section 2 hereof, the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to convey to the said Tarrant County Water 
Control and Improvement District Numbered 1, all right, title and interest of the 
United States of America in and to three parcels of land at the former United 
States Marine Corps air station, Eagle Mountain Lake, Texas, comprising an 
aggregate of two hundred twenty-five and five one-hundredths acres, more or less, 
and indicated as sections |, 2, and 3 of area D on Public Works Drawing Numbered 
1847 approved February 10, 1950, a copy of which is on file in the Navy Depart- 
ment, reserving however, to the United States of America, navigation easement 
rights and such other rights in, to, and over said lands as the Secretary of the 
Navy nay deem proper. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to accept the conveyance to 
the United States of America by the said Tarrant County Water Control and 


Improvement District Numbered 1 of fee simple title to two parcels of land at the 
said former United States Marine Corps air station, Magle Mountain Lake, 
Texas, containing an aggregate area of two hundred forty-four and thirty one- 
hundredths acres, more or less, and indicated as areas A and B on said Publie 
Works Drawing Numbered 4847, together with perpetual navigation easement 
rights acceptable to the Secretary of the Navy over other lands of the said district 
lying in the flight clearance zone of the east-west runway of the said air station. 

Senator Case. The Chair is advised that Mr. Tiencken, in charge 
of realty operations in the Bureau of Yards and Docks of the Navy is 
here 

Mr. Tiencken, will you please take a seat at the table. 

This bill, the committee is informed, involved the mutual transfer 
between the United States and a water district located in Texas of 
certain acreage located at the old United States Marine Corps air 
station, Eagle Mountain Lake, Tex. 

The United States conveys approximately 225 acres and receives 
approximately 244 acres in return. The transaction involves no 
transfer of funds, and the values of the combined acreage in each 
case is regarded as substantially equal. 

According to the Defense Department’s letter, the Federal Govern- 
ment assumed title to a total of some two-thousand-four-hundred-odd 
acres at the time the Eagle Mountain Lake station was activated. 

By mutual agreement it was stipulated that one particular parcel 
of land would revert to the water control district whenever such 
parcel was no longer required for naval purposes. 

The station has been inactivated, but is still in use as a dispersal 
area for aircraft in the event of gulf storms, and is also available for 
use by the Texas National Guard. In the opinion of the original 
owners, the land is no longer being used essentially for naval purposes, 
and they have requested its return. 

In an effort to work out a mutually agreeable solution, the committee 
is advised, an exchange has been worked out pursuant to which the 
Federal Government conveys to the water control district 3 parcels 
of land totaling 225 acres, and receives in exchange 2 parcels totaling 
244 acres. 

The Chair is informed that this arrangement is satisfactory to all 
concerned, and settles a dispute of several vears standing. 

Is that substantially correct, Mr. Tiencken? 
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STATEMENT OF W. P. TIENCKEN, REALTY, OPERATIONS, AND 
PLANS SECTION, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS, DEPARTMENT 
OF THE NAVY 


Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir; it is. 

Senator Casr. Do vou care to add anything? 

Mr. Tiencken. No. I think this bill will accomplish everything 
that we need. This property was acquired by us from the water 
district for approximately $3,200. Instead of taking the fee title, 
which was valued at approximately $25,000 at the time, and this 
exchange now would permit us to clear up the title difficulties as to 
the porperty. 

Senator Case. What is the appraised value of the 244 acres to be 
received? 

Mr. Tiencken. Approximately $16,287, and the value of the 
property that we intend to give to the water district is $15,004. 

Senator Case. Are there any questions? If not, the hearing is 
concluded on 5, 1525. 


S. 1544 


The next bill on the agenda is 5. 1544, a bill introduced by the 
chairman by request to repeal the authority to purchase discharge 
from the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, and the Marine Corps 
(The bill referred to follows 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 4 of the Act of June 16, L890 (26 
Stat. 158), and that part of the Act of March 3, 1893 (27 Stat. 717), which pro 
vides ‘‘and in time of peace the President may in his discretion, and under such 
rules and upon such conditions as he may prescribe, permit any enlisted man te 
purchase his discharge from the Navy, or the Marine Corps, the amounts received 
therefrom to be covered into the Treasury’’, are hereby repealed 

Senator Casr. Lt. Col. V. M. Wallace of the Office of the Assistant 
Chief of Staff, G-1, is present, and will be seated at the table 

The Chair is advised that for well over a half century enlisted per 
sonnel have been permitted to purchase their discharge from the mili 
tary services upon the payment of certain fixed sums of money and 
in accordance with such rules and conditions as were prescribed by the 
President 

The discharge by purchase was an administrative device intended to 
recompense the Government for authorizing an individual to termi 
nate his peacetime service prior to the normal expiration of his term 
of enlistment 

Discharge by purchase was strictly a peacetime arrangement and 
actually has been inoperative since the early days of World War II. 
The Department of Defense feels that discharge by purchase has be- 
come outmoded by the present requirement that an individual has a 
total of 8 vears of obligated service under the present draft act. 

The present draft act authorizes the separation of the individual 
from his basic 8-year obligation only in the case of personal hardship 
It seems quite apparent, therefore, that discharge by purchase now 
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temporarily suspended will never be utilized again, and the basic 
authority should be repealed. 
Is that substantially the position of the Defense Department? 


STATEMENT OF LT. COL. V. M. WALLACE, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT 
CHIEF OF STAFF, G-1, ACCOMPANIED BY LT. COL. E. J. CAR- 
PENTER (JAG) 


Colonel WAuuAce. Yes, sir; it is. 

Senator Case. Colonel Wallace, is there no release by purchase at 
the present time? 

Colonel Wauuace. That is correct, no release. 

Senator Case. That is due to the Draft Act and its amendments? 

Colonel Watuiace. It has been suspended, sir, by the Emergency 
Powers Continuation Act—the old laws have been suspended, and 
that is the reason it is inoperative. 

Senator Case. When was that suspension effective? 

Colonel Watuacer. It became effective in 1917 with the Selective 
Service Act, and then again in 1940, and has not been used since 1940, 
the Selective Service Act. 

Senator Case. What is the reason for asking for repeal of the act 
instead of simply continuing the suspension? 

Colonel Wauuace. In view of the U. M. T. and 8S. Act, sir, section 
8 of that act, which says that no man may purchase his discharge, 
and he has an 8-year obligation, and the Defense Department feels 
that is should never be in effect again; this is the old law. 

Senator Case. What is the life of the present Draft Act, or Selective 
Service Act? 

Colonel WaALLace. 1954, sir 

Senator Case. Are there other questions? 

Senator Cooper. Will the same reasons which cause your objections 
at this time be applicable in time of peace? 

Colonel Wautuacer. Yes, sir; due to the fact that there is a Reserve 
obligation to a person under the Draft Act, as the Reserve obligation 
came into operation. 

Senator Cask. You mean after the Selective Service Act the Reserve 
obligation would still continue? 

Colonel Wautacer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casz. That Reser rve obligation extends only to those who 
have served in the Armed Forces, does it not? 

Colonel WaLLace. That is right. 

Senator Case. The present occupant of the Chair last night 
attended the dinner tendered by the national department of the 
American Legion for members of the House of Representatives and 
Senate, and there the national commander spoke, and | was somewhat 
impressed by his statement or at least I took note of his statement, 
that the Reserve requirement today applies only to those who have 
served and, in effect, it means that 1 young man in 5 has a Reserve 
obligation whereas 4 do not, and that the Reserve obligation is falling 
upon those who have served in World War II or the Korean war. 

Under the statement prepared for the Chair by the committee, 
the situation appears to be that discharge by purchase was intended 
to recompense the Government for authorizing an individual to 
terminate his peacetime service prior to the normal expiration of his 
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term of enlistment, and was a peacetime arrangement, and now 
separ sag could only be accomplished in the case of personal hardship. 

While it seems to me that there is some inconsistency between 
having this law on the statute books and having the Selective Service 
Act, yet the question might be raised as to whether in peacetime the 
only mode of separation would be personal hardship. 

Colonel Wallace, would it be possible to maintain a Reserve, in your 
opinion, where the Reserve applies only to members of the armed 
services, if it were possible to purchase release? 

Colonel Wallace. I do not believe 1 understand that question, sir. 

Senator Case. Let me try it again. Are you connected with the 
Reserve organization; do you have responsibilities in connection with 
it? 

Colonel Wauuacr. No, sit 

Senator Case. Are you aware of whether or not the boys who are 
returning from the Korean war are cooperating in maintaining an 
Organized Reserve or National Guard? 

Colonel Wauuace. No, sir; I do not know 

Senator Case. You do not know what their attitude is on it? 

Colonel Watiacr. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. The point that was in my mind was this: If there is 
any reluctance on the part of those who have spent considerable time 
in service, possibly serving both in World War I] and in the Korean 
war, that when they come home from the Korean war they might like 
to be relieved of any additional Reserve obligation—assume that they 
might have spent a total of 5 years, they might like to be relieved of 
the remaining years so that they will not get started in business or in 
farming and that sort again, and then be subject to further call. If 
we had a truce or peace they might be willing to put up whatever 
money Was necessary to procure a release from that remaining 3 years 
rather than rest upon claiming personal hardship; or is that a pos- 
sibility? 

Colonel Wattace. That is prohibited by the Selective Service Act, 
sir, the Universal Military Training and Service Act; it is prohibited 
in section 8 of the Universal’ Military Training and Service Act. 

Senator Case. You mean those who have served are stuck, so to 
speak, for the balance of the S-Vvear period regardless of whether or 
not this act was suspended 

Colonel WaLLAcr. Yes, sit 

Senator Case. (continuing). Or repealed? 

Colonel Watiacr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. That puts a pretty difficult straitjacket on the boy 
who actually served, and no obligation at all on the boy who has not 
served, does it not? 

Colonel Watuace. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. Are there further questions? 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask, is the 
repeal of this law just now to clear it up, just to get it off the books 
because it will not be operative? You have got a psychological factor 
here, is that so, with reference to these men or something of that kind? 

Colonel CARPENTER. I would like to answer the question, with the 
permission of the chairman. 

Senator Cass. Will you identify vourself for the record, please, sir. 
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Colonel Carpenter. I am Lt. Col. E. J. Carpenter, legislative and 
liaison. 

Senator, the Emergency Powers Act, as you know this was included 
in the conference report—in other words, an individual cannot come 
in under this statute between now and July 1. After July 1 it is our 
opinion there would be a conflict of law, a conflict between the Draft 
Act and this old obsolete statute, which would permit an individual 
who would attempt to buy himself out under this old statute to do so. 
Whether he would be successful or not would be for the courts. 

Senator Case. Would it be correct to state that the authority to 
induct expires in 1954, but that the present Draft Act is permanent 
legislation, and that this particular statute conflicts with the perma- 
nent legislation? 

Colonel CARPENTER. Yes, sir 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask, are you gentlemen fa- 
miliar with the fact that two soldiers have recently attempted to buy 
themselves out? 

Colonel WauLuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunr. That might be the urgency of or the motive for 
getting this act off the books at the present time. 

Senator Case. Well, even if the act were not suspended by the 
proclamation of the emergency, would it not be in conflict with the 
present Draft Act even after 1954? 

Colonel CARPENTER. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Durr. Is there complete incompatibility of intent between 
this old law and the present statute; is that it? 

Colonel WaLuace. Yes. 

Senator STENNiIs. Repealed by implication, at least. 

Senator Durr. Yes; that is right. 

Senator Caspr. Are there any further questions on 5. 1544? If not, 
the hearing is concluded on that bill. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL (presiding). Thank vou, Senator Case. 

Next we have 5. 1547. Is Lieutenant Kahn here? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir , 

Chairman SaLronstauL. I have a short statement in reference to 
S. 1547 

The bill referred to follows: 

S, 1547, 83d Cong., Ist ses 
4 BILL, To authorize payment for the transportation of household effects of certain naval personne] 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re presentatives of the United States of 
imerica in Congress assembled, That payment of the cost of transportation 
including packing, crating, dravage, and unpacking) of household effects of 
members of the naval forces, upon release from active duty, from their homes of 
record to places selected by such members is hereby authorized to be made from 
current appropriations as may be available for such services and any payments 
representing the cost of such transportation (including packing, crating, drayage, 
and unpacking) heretofore made, are ratified and approved: Provided, That such 
transportation shall have been authorized prior to June 13, 1947, pursuant to 
duly promulgated regulations of the Navy Department: Provided further, That 
the transportation costs authorized to be paid hereunder are limited to the 
constructive costs of transportation from the last duty stations to the homes 
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Chairman SALTonsTaLu. This bill is identical with 5. 2860 which 
was reported by this committee during the 81st Congress and passed 
the Senate on April 19, 1950. 

Briefly, it validates certain payments which were made by naval 
disbursing officers at the close of World War II and up until the 
time a checkage against these payments was made by the General 
Accounting Office 

The Navy Department construed that where individuals elected 
a different home of record upon being demobilized it was permissible 
for the Government to ship the individual's household goods from the 
original home of record to the new home, so long as the distance did 
not exceed that authorized for other officers, that is, those who were 
shipping their household goods from their last duty stations to their 
original homes. 

The Comptroller General took exception to such payments, however, 
and none were authorized subsequent to June 13, 1947. 

The bill proposes to validate these payments and to permit reim- 
bursement for payments which were made by the individuals them- 
selves prior to the date of the stoppaze imposed by the General 
Accounting Office. 

The total expense involved by the bill is approximately $98,000. 

Is that a fair statement of the bill, Lieutenant? 


STATEMENT OF LT. FRITZ R. KAHN, OFFICER IN CHARGE, FREIGHT 
AND PASSENGER DIVISION, NAVY REGIONAL ACCOUNTS OFFICE; 
ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM H. BYER, PROFESSIONAL ASSIST- 
ANT, OFFICE OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS 


Lieutenant Kann. Yes, sir; it is 

Chairman SaLTonstALu. Is the Bureau of the Budget in favor of 
this bill? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir; it is 

Chairman SaLronstauu. Is the General Accounting Office now in 
favor of it? 

Lieutenant Kaun. There is a letter addressed to the then chairman 
of the Senate Armed Services Committee on file that expresses the 
opinion of the Comptroller General that he is not in favor of the 
passage of this legislation. 

Chairman SaLronstaL.L. Where is that letter? 

Lieutenant Kaun. The original letter was addressed to the then 
chairman of the committee, sir. General Mudge, incidentally, has a 
copy of that, possibly the original. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Is that a letter dated this year? General 
Mudge, have you got the letter? 

Mr. Mupaer. No, sir; that letter was filed in response to the bill 
in the 8lst Congress, S. 2860. It expressed the opposition of the 
General Accounting Office to the general principle of validating these 
payments. 

The committee at that time considered the text of the General 
Accounting Office report, but in view of the fact that this procedure 
was legalized by the Career Compensation Act of 1949, the committee 
felt that in the 8lst Congress it would favor the recommendation 
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of the Bureau of the Budget then rather than the recommendation 
of the General Accounting Office at that time. 

Chairman SaALronstTaLty. So that this bill involving $98,000, 
General Mudge, would authorize the payment to these men from what 
dates? 

Mr. MupaGe. Well, during the process of demobilizing following 
World War II, up until June 13, 1947, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman SaLronstauy. And after 1947, until the new act was 
passed, what happened? 

Mr. Munpce. Well, the payments were made up until June 13, 
1947, and cleared. They were subsequently stopped by the General 
Accounting Office. There were some individuals who, in the mean- 
time, had shipped their household goods in good faith thinking that 
the payment would be made, but before the claims were settled, the 
General Accounting Office ruling came in and they were not paid. 

The bill would permit those individuals, if they file a claim for 
their expense, to be reimbursed for that expense. Then when the 
Career Compensation Act came along in 1949, why, it picks up any 
moves that were made after that, and legalizes it. 

Chairman SALTonsTauy. So that these $98,000 would cover all 
claims that we know about from the time of the demobilization 
after World War II up to 1949? 

Mr. Muper. That is a correct statement. It applies only to 
the Navy Department. It does not apply to the other services. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. What about the other services? 

Mr. Muper. The Department of the Army has no such plans 
because their instructions do not permit that type of shipment to 
be made. 

Chairman SatronstaLt. What this bill would do would be to say 
that it would give to those who did not get the money, whereas some 
have already received the money? 

Mr. Muper. Well, that is correct. The problem is rather a com- 
plex one because if you start out with an individual who lives in Wash- 
ington, D. C., let us say—that is his home of record at the time he 
was inducted into World War II or entered into World War II—let 
us say he is ordered to active duty down at Fort Knox, Ky. 

He finds that he cannot get quarters down at Fort Knox, Ky., 
cannot rent a house. Therefore, he leaves his furniture and every- 
thing right here in Washington where his home is, and leaves his 
family there 

During World War II he is shipped around to several different places 
but he never moves his family or household goods out of Washington, 
D.C. 

When he is demobilized at the end of World War II he might be 
stationed out at Presidio, San Francisco, and he decides he is going 
to make his home in Chicago. Under the regulations in effect, had 
his household goods accompanied him throughout his moves he could 
have shipped them from his last duty station to his new home. How- 
ever, the fact that this individual man did not ship his household 
goods at all, led the Navy Department to provide in their regulations 
that they would ship him from his prewar home of record to his new 
location, provided the distance was not greater than the distance pro- 
vided for other people; that his household goods could be shipped under 
the law from the last duty station to the home of record, and that is 
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where the Comptroller General took exception. He said he did not 
think it was the intent of the law, and he stopped those payments. 

The committee held a hearing in the 81st Congress on it, considered 
the letter from the Comptroller General, and reported out the bill, 
which was passed by the Senate but died in the House 

Chairman SaLtonstauu. Lieutenant Kahn, have you anything to 
add to that? 

Lieutenant Kaun. No, sir. I think that is a fair statement 

Chairman Sa_tonsta.Lu. Are there any questions by any members 
of the committee? 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that this applies 
only to the Navy? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunt. The other services do not have such regulations? 

Lieutenant Kaun. The regulations of the other armed forces did 
not provide for shipment from the home of record to another location 

Senator Hunr. Are we passing legislation here, class legislation, for 
one particular branch of the service? 

Lieutenant Kaun. This was before we had the joint travel regula- 
tions that applied, that now apply. to all the Armed Forces. 

Chairman SaLTONsTALL. Senator Case? 

Senator Casz. That was the question I was going to ask, Mr. Chair- 
man. At the present time in any branch of the service whether this 
thing would be permitted 

Lieutenant Kaun. At the present time we are governed by the 
same regulations; yes, sir. 

Chairman SaLTonstTaLu. That is since 1949. 

Senator STeNNis. You did not answer the question I do not think 
I do not think Senator Case’s question was answered, that is my 
point 

Senator Casz. The shipment of household effects to the home of 
record would be permitted for any member of or for the armed services 
regardless of whether it was Army, Navy, or Air Force, at the present 
time? 

Lieutenant Kaun. That was the intent of the legislation and the 
regulations. However, we, of the Navy Regional Accounts Office and, 
I believe, the other armed forces, as well, in view of the Comptroller 
General’s decision, have some doubt, and we are seeking to get an 
interpretation from the Comptroller General before we actually make 
payment for such shipments. 

Senator Casg. As of today? 

Lieutenant Kann. As of today; ves, sir 

Senator Case. When was that act passed? 

Lieutenant Kaun. That would be 1949; October 12, 1949, but the 
regulations did not go into effect until a year after that—I think it 
was April 1, 1951. 

Senator Casr. Has the Navy been holding up many payments on 
these things since 1950? 

Lieutenant Kann. We have not been making payments since 
1951, the date of the joint travel regulations. 

Senator Case. What about the Army and the Air Force? 

Lieutenant Kaun. As I understand it, the Army and the Air 
Force have also not made payments. 
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Senator Case. Are we then being asked to do something here for a 
period of time between demobilization and June 13, 1947, during 
which you were not making payments because you doubted whether 
even the new law gives you this authority to do it? 

Lieutenant Kann. In a sense I think that is true, Senator. The 
regulations at the time of demobilization and prior to the date of the 
Comptroller General’s decision were such that the shipments from 
the home of record to the new home were apparently authorized. 
The Comptroller General's decision said no, the shipments were not 
authorized, and thereafter we did not make payment. 

Senator Case. Is it a fair statement then to say that here we are 
asked to validate payments for a type of claim of the Navy for a 
period of time when the asme thing could not have been honored in 
the Air Force or the Army, and which today again will be in doubt 
because of the interpretation of the joint travel regulations? 

Lieutenant Kaun. I think that is a fair statement, sir. 

Senator Hunt May I ask a question? Why is this not presented 
to us by the Department of Defense covering all services instead of the 
Department of the Navy coming here? 

Lieutenant Kaun. This bill, sir, has the endorsement of the De- 
partment of Defense. 

Senator Hunt. Yes, but it applies only to the Navy, does it not? 

Mr. Byer. You must remember this law covers cases only prior to 
June 1947. That was prior to unification, when each department 
issued its own regulations. The Secretary of the Navy approved 
regulations authorizing these shipments. Such regulations. at that 
time were not uniform, and the Secretary of the Army, prior to the 
Air Force, did not issue such regulations. We went on the basis of 
the authority of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Now, since that time the Career Compensation Act was passed, 
and uniform travel regulations have been issued, uniform for the 
three services; but we are not trying to validate anything after the 
June 1947 date. We are trying to legalize what the Secretary of the 
Navy at that time believed was true, and after the Comptroller 
General issued his decision in June of 1947 the Secretary of the Navy 
immediately abided by it and did not authorize any shipments after 
that date. 

Senator Hunt. That does not answer the question. 

Senator Case. Is this then a bill for the relief of several disbursing 
officers or a bill actually to allow the payment of claims? 

Lieutenant Kann. It is a bill to allow payment of claims, sir. 

Mr. Byer. It is a bill to allow for the payment of claims, sir; and 
also to relieve the disbursing officers; yes sir. 

Senator Case. To what extent is it a bill for payment and to what 
extent is it a bill to relieve the disbursing officers? 

Mr. Byer. Well, it is mainly for these people. We are attempting 
to recover at the present time, unless this bill passes, and we will 
recover against the individuals, sir. 

Chairman SatronsTauu. Lieutenant, without objection the Chair 
will put into the record the letter signed by Roger Kent, General 
Counsel of the Department of Defense, dated January 5, 1953, and 
addressed to Vice President Alben W. Barkley. Here is one para- 
graph of the letter which, I think, Senator Case, gives the point of 
view of the Department of Defense on the question you are asking: 
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Although efforts are being made at the present time to effect collection 
those cases where payments were made and subsequently disallowed, the interests 
of justice require that Navy personnel should not be required to bear the cost 
of transportation of household effects made in accordance with the duly pre- 
scribed regulations which, prior to the Comptroller General’s decision, had been 
consistently interpreted by the Department of the Navy as authorizing Govern- 
ment reimbursement for such shipment 

To require refund or reimbursement from personnel no longer in the active 
naval service not only will produce injustices but in many cases may inflict 
financial hardship 

In addition it is to be noted that current joint travel regulations issued pur- 
suant to the Career Compensation Act of 1949 authorize the type of shipment 
involved herein and, therefore, this legislation is retrospective only. 

In substance, what this legislation would ask for is to prevent people 
being sued, who have got the money and to permit those others to get 
the money where the Navy rules and regulations allowed it until the 
Comptroller General disallowed it. 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir; that is correct 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. That is the whole sum and substance of it? 

Lieutenant Kann. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Is there a breakdown between the amount that has 
been paid out and the amount that still exists in the form of claims? 

Lieutenant Kann. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. What is it? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Roughly there is still due to the Government 
approximately $56,000, which we are attempting to collect—$56,000 
represents payments that various disbursing officers made for ship- 
ments of household effects from the home of record 

In addition to that, we estimate that we would have claims from 
persons who made such shipments at their own expense, and also from 
persons who have made partial payments of their indebtedness to the 
L'nited States in an amount of $42,000—%42,600. 

Chairman SaLTonstTa.Lu. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Durr. | would like to ask one question. 

In the final analysis, to simplify the whole picture, this bill is 
intended merely to validate a formal ruling that had been used and 
complied with by the Secretary of the Navy, subsequently challenged 
by the Comptroller General? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Durr. Is that it? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SaLronstaLu. Any further questions? 

Senator Stennis. And would pay the Navy personnel for services 
or expenses that the Army did not get during the corresponding 
period of time; is that correct? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir. 

Senator SrenNis. You have money to pay for this now out of your 
funds or will this require an additional appropriation? 

Lieutenant Kaun. I believe it will be payable out of current 
appropriations. 

Senator STENNIS. You have enough to pay it out of current appro- 
priations? 

Lieutenant Kaun. That is my understanding; yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. You are to validate payments already made, and 
then you pay new claims? 








18 MISCELLANEOUS BILLS 


Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. I notice you say you will not pay any claims 
unless incurred prior to June 13, 1947. How far back do you go? 

Mr. Byer. We go back, sir, only as far as people were discharged 
during World War II; in other words, some cases might be in 1945. 
The big number of cases, the highest percentage will be immediately 
upon the fall of Japan in 1945. 

Senator Cooper. Are you sure it will not go any further back 
than that? 

Mr. Byer. No, sir, because it will be based on the ones issued by 
the Secretary of the Navy, and it was during the period of mobiliza- 
tion, and some people were discharged naturally for other reasons for 
sickness during World War I], sir. 

Senator Cooper. If it were passed, I would like to ask whether this 
would give also the other services the right to come in and ask for the 
same treatment? 

Mr. Byrr. No, sir, because the Secretary of the Army had never 
issued such regulations. This bill has been coordinated through the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force, and no one else has asked to be included 
in it. 

Senator STeNNis. The Navy did not issue a valid regulation. 

Mr. Byrr. We believed it was, sir, and the Secretary had the 
authority. We assumed he had the authority to issue that regulation, 
sir 

Senator Srennis. Was there anything to keep them from inquiring 
as to their authority or did they just go on and issue it? 

Mr. Byer. No, sir. I am sure that the Secretary at that time, 
whoever it was, had attorneys to advise him, and it went through 
proper channels, and then this was a technicality that the Comptroller 
General issued, and I do not think the Comptroller General discovered 
the technicality until quite late, sir, after numerous shipments had 
been made. 

Senator STeNNiIs. Who made the error, the Secretary or the Navy? 

Mr. Byer. The Navy made it, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. Byer. The Navy advisers 

Senator Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, I want to raise one further point 
for the consideration of the committee. The first part of the bill 
will affect payment; it only applies to the naval forces. If they are 
trying to clear up a situation which has not been determined as to 
the validity of payments in the future, why should not the bill include 
also referral to these other forces so that it can be cleared up as to 
all forces? 

Chairman SaLtTonstaLu. General Mudge can answer that. 

Mr. Mupeg. I think I can answer that, Senator Cooper, and clear 
up the question here as to why the Navy and the Marine Corps got 
in trouble on this and why the Army and the Air Force did not. 

Senator Coopgrr. I am not talking of the past now, I am talking 
of again authorizing this payment in the future purely as to naval 
forces. If the Army is concerned also why should it not also be 
included in here—all be included in here? 

Mr. Mupeer. The letter quoted by the chairman just a moment 
ago points out that the current joint travel regulations issued in 
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response to the Career Compensation Act of 1949 do authorize pay- 
ments of this type, and they cover all services. 

Senator Coorrer. They do, but the Navy has just testified that it 
has been afraid to make these payments under the act. They want 
this act passed to make their authority certain; is that not true? 

Lieutenant Kaun. No, sir. The purpose of this act is merely to 
remedy an unfortunate situation that arose toward the end of World 
War II prior to the date of the decision of the Comptroller General 

Senator Durr. And the Secretary of the Navy was the only one 
who issued that kind of regulation? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. It has no reference to the future? 

Lieutenant Kaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Byer. It has no reference to the future. 

Senator Cooper. I did not understand your testimony about 
wanting to clarify the present situation. 

Lieutenant Kaun. That was in reply to Senator Case’s question 

Senator Cooper. I do not want to prolong this, but you do have a 
regulation now which authorizes the payment of transportation? 

Lieutenant Kaun. Yes, sir 

Senator Cooper. Have you made any payments under that 
regulation? 

Lieutenant Kann. Not on shipment from home of record; no, sir 

Senator Cooper. Why not? 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Coorrr. Senator Saltonstall, | am interested in this, and 
[ think there is something to it. Is it all right for me to ask him a 
question? 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Certainly, you can ask any questions you 
want to 

Senator Cooper. I think you testified that there is a regulation 
now which permits payment of the cost of transportation at present; 
is that correct? 

Lieutenant Kaun. The present regulations authorize shipments of 
household effects for members of the Armed Forces from their last 
duty station to the home of record. The regulations further prescribe 
that the point of origin and destination may be changed about just 
as long as the total cost to the Government is not exceeded thereby, 
and the language is somewhat similar to the language of the Secretary 
of the Navy’s regulations at the time of the demobilization and, 
therefore, we are hesitant to make payments under the current regu- 
lations for fear that we might get another adverse decision from the 
Comptroller General. 

Senator Cooper. That was my point; and you have not made any 
payments under the present regulations? 

Lieutenant Kaun. No, sir. 

Senator Cooper. Because of this fear that it may be determined 
invalid by the Comptroller General? 

Lieutenant Kann. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. Then this bill is for the purpose of assuring that 
such payments made in the future will be correct? 

Lieutenant Kaun. No, sir. It just remedies a past situation prior 
to June 13, 1947. 
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Senator Cooper. How are you going to validate payments made 
in the future? 

Lieutenant Kaun. We hope to obtain an advance decision from the 
Comptroller General. 

Senator Cooper. All right, sir. 

Chairman SaLronstauy. Thank you. 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman, I still do not get clear in my mind 
but what the Army is in exactly the same boat as the Navy with 
reference to this particular pe ‘riod. Now, will the gentlemen kindly 
tell us what provision takes care of the Army for the same situation? 

Lieutenant Kann. As I understand it, the regulations of the 
Army covering this period expressly did not authorize shipments 
from the home of record to another point, whereas the regulations of 
the Secretary of the Navy permitted the substitution of point of 
origin and destination. 

Senator Hunr. Then you had a discrimination existing at that 
time. The Navy did and the Army did not. 

Lieutenant Kahn. Unfortunately we were not unified at that time. 

Senator Hunr. Yes, sir. They ought to try to correct that the 
same as we are correcting the situation that will enable you to do the 
right thing by these men who have to pay their own transportation 
costs home. 

Lieutenant Kahn. Yes. 

Mr. Byer. I am sorry, sir, I think Lieutenant Kahn cannot speak 
for the Department of Defense on that proposition, sir. 

Senator Hunr. I know certainly he cannot speak for the Depart- 
ment of Defense, but it is our obligation not to look to the good of 
any particular service, but look to the welfare of all of them. 

Mr. Byer. | think that is one of the purposes of the Career Com- 
pensation Act. From now on we have unification, and at that time 
we had individual departments, and this is to legalize an order of the 
Secretary of the Navy, whereas the Secretary of the Army did not 
feel he should issue such a regulation. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, do we have a uniform pay scale for 
the different services or did we at that time? 

Mr. Byer. Yes, sit 

Senator Case. In all other respects? 

Mr Byer. I am not an expert on that, Senator Case; I do not know. 

Chairman SaLTronsta.Lu. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Chairman, I hate to take up further time, 
but the lieutenant said this bill does not cover any current cases, any 
present or future cases. I want to read 3 or 4 lines here, and get him 
to interpret them. 

This bill provides, quoting and beginning at line 3: 

That payment of the cost of transportation (including packing, crating, drayage, 
and unpacking) of household effects of members of the naval forces, upon release 


from active duty, from their homes of record to places selected by such members is 
hereby authorized to be made from current appropriations as may be available. 


and it goes on there then to cases heretofore made, are ratified and 
approved. 

Mr. Byer. But you have to read the “provided,” the proviso, sir, 
beginning at the bottom of page 1. 
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Senator STeENNIs. I think the proviso cuts that down; it is sort of 
broad, sweeping language in the first part, and I did not read the pro- 
viso. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Byer. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SatronstaLu. Are there any further questions? Thank 
you. We will declare the hearing on that matter closed, and take up 
Ss. 1526 

S. 1526 


We have Admiral Stone on S. 1526. 
The bill referred to follows:) 


S, 1526, 83d Cong., Ist sess 


A BILL To amend the Army-Navy Medical Services Corps Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 734), as amended, so as 
1uthorize the appointment of a Chief of the Medial Service Corps of the Navy, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re presentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Army-Navy Medical Services Corps Act 
of 1947, as amended, is further amended by aiding to title II the following new 
section: 

Sec. 208. (a) There shall be a Chief of the Medical Service Corps, appoir.ted 
by the Secretary of the Navy upon recommendation of the Surgeon Geners! of 
the Navy, for a term of not more than four years, from among officers of the active 
list of that Corps of the permanent rank of lieutenant commander or above, to 
serve at the pleasure of the Secretary While so serving the officer shall have the 
rank of captain in the Navy and shall receive the pay and allowances now or 
hereafter prescribed by law for that rank and his permanent status as a com 
missioned officer of the Medical Service Corps shall not be disturbed by reason of 
such appointment. 

‘(b) An officer of the Medical Service Corps who is retired for any reason while 


serving as Chief of the Medical Service Corps, or who having so served for two and 
one-half years or more is subsequently retired while serving in a lower grade, may 
in the discretion of the President, be retired with the rank held by him while 


serving as Chief of the Medical Service Corps and with retired pay based on the 


active-duty pay of that rank 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. This bill is identical with H. R. 6319 
passed by the House in March 1952, but not reported out by the 
Senate Committee on Armed Services. 

The bill 7 proposes to authorize for the Navy Medical Service Corps 
a Chief with the rank of captain. The Army already has this author- 
itv, and for some time had a Chief of the Army Medical Service Corps 
with the rank of colonel. 

The discrepancy between the services arose at the time the Army- 
Navy Medical Services Corps Act was under consideration by the 
Coneress. 

At that time the Navy did pot feel it would require a senior officer 
to act as Chief of the corps. Subsequently, however, inasmuch as the 
—_ has grown to a size of apprexieaaily 900 officers, divided into 

separate and distinct sections, it has come to the conclusion that the 
cee administration of this « andi group justifies the appointment 
of an individual for that specific duty with the rank of captain. 

The cost of the bill would be the difference in pay between com- 
mander and captain for one officer, approximately $1,800 per year. 
However, this is not an actual increased expenditure inasmuch as the 
grade would be absorbed in the totals recently established by Public 
Law 7, which dealt with the so-called Davis amendment. 

Admiral Stone, does that cover the purposes of the bill? 
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STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. L. 0. STONE, ACTING DEPUTY CHIEF, 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE, ACCOMPANIED BY COMDR. D. J, 
O’BRIEN, MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS 


Admiral Stone. Yes, sir 

Chairman SaLronstaui. Have you anything to add to that state- 
ment? The Army has it and the Navy wants it. 

Admiral Srone. For instance, they had 47 colonels as of March 1, 
and the Air Force had 14, and we have a corps of 991 officers, and we 
should have a captain as the head of this very important corps. 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Are there any questions? 

Admiral Srone. You have your Administrative and supply Section, 
your Allied Science Section, which are bacteriologists, physicists, 
chemists, pharmacists, and the Optometry Section, and a Women’s 
Specialty Section. 

Senator FLaNpERs. Mr. Chairman, for my own education, | would 
like to know what are the respective functions of a Chief of the 
Medical Service Corps and a Surgeon General of the Navy? 

Admiral Stone. Well, his primary duty would be to keep the 
Surgeon General informed about all of these various sections, and also 
their detail and their performance of duty. 

He has to see that they are properly assigned to duty and properly 
relieved in proper time, and also for procurement and to attend meet- 
ings of all these different sections, like the Optometry Section and the 
other sections 

Senator Franpers. Does that mean that the Chief is an adminis- 
trative officer while the Surgeon General is a professional officer? 

Admiral Stone. Not necessarily, no. This officer would be nor- 
mally an administrative officer. In other words, now we have a 
head of the Nurse Corps, and we have a head of the Dental Corps, 
and so we are asking here for one to head up another which, L think, 
Is & very important corps 

Senator FLanpsrRs. Is the Surgeon General above, below, or side- 
ways from the Chief? 

Admiral Stone. He is above. 

Senator FLANDERS. He is above it? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir 

Senator FLanpers. Is he a staffman attached to the Chief of 
Staff of the Navy? 

Admiral Strong. Yes, he is a staffman. 

Senator FLranpers. The Chief of the Medical Service Corps, is he 
also a staffman or is he in the line of command? 

Admiral Stoner. No, sir; he is not in line for command unless he 
gives up being the head of the corps. Then we do have 3 commands; 
in other words, we have 3 Hospital Corps schools, and he could leave 
this other corps and command a school. 

Senator FLANpERs. I would like to ask the chairman if he under- 
stands the difference between the Chief and the Surgeon General. 

Chairman SALTonsTauu. Senator Flanders, the chairman is not a 
witness; but, as the Chair understands this situation it is simpy like 
a dean of a university who is the administrative head or tries to 
coordinate the administration of 4 or 5 different divisions; is that not 
about it? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir. 

Senator FLANDERS. Then what does the Surgeon General do? 
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Admiral Srone. He is responsible to the Secretary of the Navy 

Chairman SALToONsTALL. He is the boss 

Admiral Stone. He is responsible for the care of all of the men of 
the Navy as a whole; that is his primary mission. 

Senator FLanpers. I can imagine the setup, and I am going to let 
my imagination rest. 

Senator Cass. Would it be correct to state that the Sureeon General 
at the present time is acting as his own Chief of the Medical Service 
Corps? 

Admiral Stone. He acts as head, but he has at the present time 
me—I am acting as the Medical Service Corps head, in addition to 
my other duties 

Senator Case. What are your other duties? 

(\dmiral Strong. | have professional operation and personnel. 

Senator Case. You are Chief of 

(Admiral Stoner. Personnel and Professional Operations, Assistant 
Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery; I have additional duties 
as head of the MSC, this corps 

Senator Case. How many corps are there under the Surgeon 
General? 

Admiral Stronr. We have the Medical Service Corps, the Nurse 
Corps, the Hospital Corps, and the Dental Corps, and the Medical 
Corps. 

Senator Caspr. What was vour corps professionally? 

Admiral Strong. I am Medical; yes, sir. I have additional duties; 
[ have the Medical Service Corps. 

Senator Case. There is, then, a Medical Corps and a Medical 
Service Corps? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sit 

Senator Case. What is the difference between them? 

Admiral Stone. Well, the Medical Service Corps, we have pro- 
vided medical service officer personnel primarily from enlisted per- 
sonnel. It is a fine procurement of hospital corpsmen for the Navy; 
They can come in and hospital corpsmea, advance in rank and become 
officers. Some go into supply and administration, some can go into 
pharmacy, and some into optometry. 

Senator Case. This is the Medical Service Corps—is that a recent 
creation? 

Admiral Stoner. No, sir; we have had the corps since 1947. 

Senator FLanpers. Mr. Chairman, | thought I was seeing light 
until the distinguished Senator from South Dakota pulled down the 
shade. I wonder if it is possible to furnish an organization chart 
which would include both the Surgeon General and the—what is 
this other man? The Chief of Medical Services. If that is available, 
it will help make it clear so far as I am concerned. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, can I help to roll the shade back up 
again by asking, is the Surgeon General over all of the several corps? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. That is, the Surgeon General is over the Medical 
Service Corps, the Medical Corps, the Nurse Corps, the Hospital 
Corps, and the Dental Corps? 

Admiral Strong. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Cass. At the present time there is no Chief over the 
Medical Service Corps, that being assigned to 

Admiral Strong. To me. 
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Senator Fuanpgrs. Is there a chief over any of these other corps? 

Admiral Srone. There is a Chief of the Nurse Corps, and there is a 
Chief of the Dental Corps, but Admiral Pugh is over all of the corps. 

Senator Case. Admiral Pugh is the Surgeon General? 

Admiral Sroneg. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. Is there a head of the Hospital Corps? 

Admiral Strong. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. Will the next bill be to provide for a Chief of the 
Hospital Corps? 

Admiral Srone. I think we do not need it. 

Senator Case. Who handles the administrative work for the Hos- 
pital Corps? 

Admiral Srong. | do, except I have my personnel to do it, but the 
Hospital Corps section comes under my command. 

Senator Casge. How many corps are vou the head of? 

Admiral Stone. Well, procurement—I mean fiscal requirements 
that come under the Personnel Section, that is under me, and the 
Hospital Corps Section comes under me 

Senator Casr. And also the Medical Service? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir; | am Medical Service 

Senator Cass. In other words, this bill seeks to establish an inde- 
pendent position as Chief of the Medical Service Corps so as to take 
one of the divisions of vour work away from vou? 

Admiral Strong. Yes, sit 

Senator Hunr. Mr. Chairman 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunv. All of the services under the Medical Service Corps 
are auxiliary medical services. Did I understand you to say that it 
could be a nonprofessional man who could be chief of that division? 

Admiral Sronr. Well, you have got me, sir—a nonprofessional 
man—Commander O’Brien came up from the enlisted ranks, and right 
now he is the senior member on the Hospital Corps. 

Senator Hunr. By a nonprofessional you mean nonmedical? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hunv. In other words, you have a nonmedical man in 
charge of all of these medical auxiliary services, and the education he 
has in the medical auxiliary services comes from the training he has 
had in the service and coming up that way, and not professional 
training? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, su 

Senator FLanpgErs. I might suggest, Mr. Chairman, that that situa- 
tion is not uncommon in some of the biggest and best hospitals in the 
country where the administration is not in the hands of a professional 
doctor, so that the precedent is there for it, at least. 

Senator Hunt. It is still broken down under you of men who are 
technically trained who have charge of each of the auxiliary services? 

Admiral Stong. That is right. 

I might add that in the Army they do have heads of sections—in 
other words, if they have a pharmacy section they have an officer, a 
colonel, who is the head of that, but we are not complaining because 
we are only planning on having one head. 

Chairman Savronstauu. Are there any further questions? The 
curtain is rolled up, Admiral, and you are excused. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Chairman, let me ask this question: Why 
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do you put in this proviso about if he is about to be retired later, he is 
to revert back to this high rank, why do you put that in? 

Admiral Srone. It is customary. For instance, if Admiral Pugh, 
the Surgeon General, should retire while he is Surgeon General, he 
would retire at his present rank, whether he is an admiral or not. 

Senator SrenNis. I know. But why add this gentleman here? If 
vou are going to get a man to serve here, it requires him to serve as 
much as 25 years, and he would then be retired; is that right? 

Admiral Srone. Suppose he retires physically in that rank, suppose 
he should be 62 years of age, and have to go out, then he would go 
out as a captain. But if he was a captain and had to revert back 
after serving 4 years, and the Surgeon General decided to appoint 
another head of the corps, he would have to revert back to his rank 
whether it was as lieutenant commander or commander. 

Senator Stennis. Well, why not let that happen? Do you not 
have that happening to other officers in your line organization? 

Admiral Stone. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. We have to take the fortunes of war. Why put 
a special proviso in here for this man? 

Admiral Stone. Well, we have it in for the other corps. We have 
it in for the Nurse Corps and the Dental Corps, and we have it for 
the Surgeon General. 

Senator Stennis. What is the justification on the merits for this 
distinction, so far as these people who happen to hold these positions 
is concerned? 

Admiral Stone. Well, | —_ confine that to the Department of 
Defense; at least, it is the Navy, the Chaplain Corps, the line, the 
Supply Corps. 

Senator Stennis. | have asked that question many times here, and 
the only answer I get is that the others have it. I am asking for 
you to justify it on the merits. 

Admiral Stone. I think regardless of the present law when you 
retire you retire at the highest rank that you held during your career, 
so it actually does not make any difference. But if he has to go back 
from the head of the corps he would have to drop back as a lieutenant 
commander or commander, depending upon what he was appointed 
from. 

Senator Stennis. Did you put this in here to keep him from suffer- 
ing some of the injustice, then; is that mght? 

Commander O’Brien. May | answer that question? I am Com 
mander D. J. O’Brien, Medical Service Corps, USN. ‘That provision 
Senator and Mr. Chairman, is contained in pretty nearly all of the 
corps in the Navy, after serving 2 years, 24 years. The Army has in 
the Medical Service Corps Act right now if they serve 4 years and 
have to revert back to their former status, they will be retired with 
pay, with the rank of colonel. 

The Nurse Corps is 2% years, and the Nurse Corps in the Army is 
2% years at the present time, and the reasons that | have heard passed 
on from time to time are that the Surgeon General might want to 
appoint someone else before a 4-year term is up, and there is a lot of 
grief connected with being the head of one of these corps, and the Navy 
put that in there, 2% years, to bring it into regular uniform provisions 
for the retirement of officers in similar status, 

Chairman SatronstauLu. Any further questions? Thank you Ad- 
miral, and thank you, Commander. 
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1550 


The next bill is S. 1550. (The bill referred to follows:) 
{S. 1550, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the President to prescribe the occasions upon which the uniform of any of the Armed 
Forces may be worn by persons honorably discharged therefrom 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 125 of the Act of June 3, 1916 (39 
Stat. 216), as amended, is further amended by deleting the words “‘of ceremony” 
wherever they appear therein and substituting therefor the words ‘authorized 
by regulations of the President.”’ 

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the Act of June 21, 1930 (46 Stat. 793), as amended, is 
further amended by deleting the words “‘of ceremony”’ and substituting therefor 
the words ‘‘authorized by reguiations of the President.” 

Chairman SaLTonsraLu. Persons honorably discharged from the 
military services are permitted to wear their uniforms on certain 
occasions of ceremony. 

The existing law, however, does not define exactly what is meant by 
an occasion of ceremony. 

As a consequence, there have been instances where individuals have 
participated in ceremonies which were unbecoming to the dignity of 
the uniform and to the Armed Forces. Lack of a clearcut definition 
enuniciated by law has made it impossible to prosecute offenders, 
and this bill proposes to re medy that situation by substituting for the 
term “occasions of ceremony”’ the “occasions t authorized by regulations 
of the President.’ 

This bill was recommended by the Department of Defense upon the 
advice of the United States Attorney General following a failure to 
obtain a conviction in a case where a Navy uniform was worn during 
a May Day parade in New York City. 

Commander Guinee, does that summarize the situation? 


STATEMENT OF LT. COMDR. JOHN F, GUINEE, OFFICE OF JUDGE 
ADVOCATE GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


Commander GuINneEr. Yes, sir; it does. 

Chairman SaLtronstaLLt. What you want to do is to change the 
words “occasions of ceremony”’ to “occasions authorized by regula- 
tions of the President,’’ when a man may wear a uniform? 

Commander GuINEE. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SatronstTautu. Are there any questions? Thank you, 
Commander. 

5S. 1644 


The next and last bill is S. 1644. (The bill referred to follows:) 
1S. 1644, 83d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Act of May 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 223), as amended, to remove the limitation upon the 
rank of tne director of music, the leader of the Military Academy Band, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act of May 27, 1940 (54 Stat. 223), as 
amended (10 U. 8. C. 1086), is amended to read as follows: ‘That from and after 
the date of approval of this Act the director of music, the leader of the Military 
Academy Band, shall have such rank as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Army and shall be entitled to receive the pay and allowances of an officer of 
such grade: Provided, That in the computation of the pay and allowances of such 
director of music all active service in the Army, including service as teacher or 
director of music shall be counted as if it were commissioned service: Provided 
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further, That the said leader of the Military Academy Band shall, at such time 
as the President in his discretion may direct, be retired as director of music with 
the highest rank in which he satisfactorily served for not less than six months 
while on active duty, as determined by the Secretary of the Army, and when so 
retired, shall be entitled to receive the same retirement pay as is now or may 
hereafter be provided by law or regulation for an officer in the Army of the same 
grade with length of service computed as above: And provided further, That the 
dependents of said director of music shall be entitled to the same pensions, death 
gratuity, and other benefits as are now or may hereafter be provided for an officer 
of the Regular Army of corresponding grade with corresponding length of service.” 


Chairman SALtonstaLu. Is Colonel Becker here? 

Colonel Becker. Yes, sir. 

Chairman SALTonstaLu. The purpose of this bill is to make it 
possible for the Secretary of the Army to give some relief in the form 
of promotion to the leader of the West Point Band—the present 
occupant of that position having held it for some 20 years with no 
advancement in rank since 1940. 

The present law, which was enacted May 27, 1940, gives the leader 
of this very well-known military band the rank of captain. 

Inasmuch as no legal authority exists for the promotion of this 
officer, he has remained in his present grade for over 12 years even 
though he is considered by the Secretary of the Army to be well 
qualified for and deserving of promotion. 

The bill, as recommended by the Department of Defense, removes 
the requirement that the officer shall serve in the grade of captain, 
and authorizes the Secretary to fix for such position the rank which 
he considers appropriate. 

Now, the Chair, before we proceed with this bill, which deals only 
with the Army, and which is recommended by the Department of 
Defense, will call attention to a similar bill, S. 1214, introduced by 
Senator Hunt, our colleague, and relates to all of the service bands, 
six in number, and authorizes the pay and allowances of colonel for 
the individuals currently serving as leaders of those bands, and pre- 
scribes that future occupants of the position shall hold the grade of 
major. 

(The bill referred to follows:) 


[S, 1214, 83d Cong. Ist sess.] 


A BILL To provide for uniform relative rank for the persons occupying the positions of leaders or directors 
of the various service bands 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
{merica in Congress assembled, That any person occupying the position of leader 

or director of the United States Army Band, the United States Navy Band, the 
United States Marine Corps Band, the United States Air Force Band, the United 
States Military Academy Band or the United States Naval Academy Band on 
the date of enactment of this Act shall, while occupying such position, receive 
the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel or captain (naval), whichever may be 
appropriate, and unless entitled to higher retired rank or pay under any provision 
of law, shall upon retirement be retired with the rank held while so serving and 
receive retired pay at the rate prescribed by law computed on the basis of the 
base and longevity pay which he would receive if serving on actual duty with 
such rank. 

Sec. 2. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, each person appointed 
or assigned after the date of enactment of this Act as leader or director of the 
United States Army Band, the United States Navy Band, the United States 
Marine Corps Band, the United States Air Force Band, the United States Military 
Academy Band or the United States Naval Academy Band, other than the person 
occupying such a position on the date of enactment of this Act, may, upon such 
appointment or assignment, be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to the permanent grade of major or lieutenant 
commander, whichever may be appropriate. 
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Chairman Sa.tronstaty. The Chair would assume that Senator 
Hunt would wish the committee to consider his bill, S. 1214, in lieu 
of the departmental bill, S. 1644; is that correct, Senator Hunt? 

Senator Hunt. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say that I think it 
would be advisable to consider them all together. I do not want 
to be placed in the position, however, of attempting to stop a bill, a 
just bill, for the leader of the band down at West Point, to in any way 
enhance the possibility of my bill’s passing. But these band leaders, 
Mr. Chairman, have grown up like Topsy, there is no rhyme or reason 
of any kind as to their grade or to their promotion or to their length 
of service 

I have in mind the leader of the Navy who has been in there 40 
years, and he is a temporary lieutenant commander, and this gentle- 
man out at West Point has been a leader for how many years? 


STATEMENT OF LT. COL. M. 0. BECKER, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT 
CHIEF OF STAFF, G-1, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


Colonel Beckrr. He has been at the Military Academy since 1934, 
and has been in band work with the Army since 1917. 

Senator Hunt. And he is and has a peculiar designation, what is it? 

Colonel Becker. TM-—1000. 

Senator Hunr. There is no such thing existing any place in any 
service, and I would like to make this suggestion, that a subcommittee 
be appointed to consider my bill, and if the committee wishes the 
subcommittee to also consider S. 1644, I would have no objection. 

Again I say I do not want to be placed in a position of stopping 
S. 1644 at all to enhance the possibility of my bill passing. 

Chairman SatronstaLu. The Chair would think that the Senator’s 
suggestion was a good one. Are there any members here who would 
like to comment on his suggestion? If not, the Chair will adopt that 
procedure and hold up the discussion of this bill at the present time, 
and appoint a subcommittee to consider both bills and to go into this 
situation. Is there any objection to that procedure? The Chair 
hears none 

Colonel Becker. May I point out one thing, sir 

Chairman SALTONSTALL. Yes. 

Colonel Becker. That the two bills, 1644 and 1214, are not incon- 
sistent. Therefore, the consideration of 1644 by the committee would 
not be precluded by further action at a later time on 1214. 

Chairman SatronstaLu. That is correct. The Chair believes that 
that is what Senator Hunt had in mind, and we can get at it this year, 
[ think, Colonel, without any question, so there will not be any great 
delay, and then we will not have a run of bills, first for one band and 
then for another, but we will try to take care of the situation generally. 

Colonel Becker. Yes, sir 

Chairman Sautronsta.t. If that is all, the committee will go into a 
brief executive session and the room will be cleared. 

(Whereupon the committee in executive session, voted to report 
favorably without amendment the following bills: S. 1525, S. 1544, 
S. 1545, S. 1547, S. 1548, 5. 1549, S. 1550, S. 1641, and to appoint a 
subcommittee consisting of Senators Hendrickson, Cooper, and Hunt 
to further consider S. 1214 and S. 1644 
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